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¥ CURRENT TOPICS. 
no need to insist upon the absolute necessity 
g up the vacant Lord Justiceship in such a manner as 
ecially to strengthen the second tennis of the Court of Appeal. 
be effect of recent appointments has been to lessen the number 
}4ords Justices specially conversant with matters coming from 
Be Chancery Division ; and a step should now be taken to 
ress the inequality in the constitution of the court. Apart 
athe mere character of the business, too, the appointment 
& strong judge is required in order to maintain the efficieacy 
ourt of Appeal No. 2. If Sir Horace Davey does not accept 
Do 5 oe ~~ be no mage in finding among the judges 
ancery Division one who possesses the uali- 
ions. The worst thing that vould be Sean woudl to to 
4 J - of the wegen seen Division—and a rumour 
his effec already gained some cutrency—whose o- 
tmight be su to be due to political services. e have 
mays insisted that the employment of judges in political 


4 We norz there is 





matters tends, b claims to promotion, to interfere with 
the efficiency of jatioial cppainkendase We hope that in this 
instance our fears will not be realized. : 





Tue urmost credit is due both to the London organization and 
to nearly all the country law societies for their energetic work with 
regard to the Land Transfer Bill. We reprint elsewhere an ac- 
count of a very successful conference held between tatives 
of the Liverpool Law Society and several Lancashire members 
of Parliament ; and we believe that interviews with members 
for particular divisions or boroughs have been frequent. It 
seems to us that the example of the Liverpool Law Society, in 
asking for a conference with a body of members representing 
a considerable district, might be followed with advantage. 
There is no doubt that the fight will have to be strenyous if 
success is to be achieved. For some reason or other (probably 
through the influence of Lord Haussury) the Conservative 
leaders in the House of Commons have thrown their influence 
into the scale in favour of the Bill; it is little understood by 
a members on both sides, and in uence they are 
to take refuge in the example of their leaders. Mr. Laxz’s 
admirable letter to the Zimes, which we reproduce elsewhere, is 
likely to open their eyes. A clearer or more convincing state- 
ment of many of the reasons against the measure could not be 
conceived ; and, both by this letter and by sacrificing a con- 
siderable portion of a well-earned vacation to his incessant 
efforts in connection with the opposition to the Bill, Mr. Laxz 
has added considerably to the heavy debt under which the ge 
fession lies to him. His example should stimulate every so. ici- 
tor to put forth his utmost influence, It is not a time for 
perfunctory work ; the crucial moment has come, and on the 
efforts of the next few weeks will depend the question whether 
the greater part of the conveyancing work of solicitors is to be 
transferred to a Government office, without any advantage ac- 
cruing from the change to the public at large. 





In answer to Mr, Laxz, Mr. Bricxparz has written a letter 
which appeared in the Zimes of the 7th inst. As to the introduc- 
tion of the principle of compulsion it is not ee perhaps, 
that he has so little to urge. With reference to Mr. Laxn’s state- 
ment that ‘‘ Primd facie compulsion is wrong, for if a system is ad- 
vantageous it will coment itself. . . . The existing system 
has been widely made known but has failed to 
attract,”’ he says, ‘Against the abstract position here asserted 
it may be urged, with at least equal force, that the conditions of 
land transactions in this country are such that a change of this 
kind, however beneficial in theory, has in ice no chance of 
general adoption by a voluntary process within any measurable 
distance of time.” And in refutation of the unattractive- 
ness of the present system of istration under the Land 
Transfer Act, 1875, he says :—“ It of late years succeeded 
so well that a greater number of estates and a value of 
land have been registered in the last four years than in all the 

receding thirteen years since the passing of the Act.” This 
fatter argument is very wisely not supported by quotation 
of the actual figures. It would hardly have done for the Land 
Registry Office to have published to the world the actual 
amount of the business e during the first thirteen years 
after the passing of the Act of 1875, and the system 
must have been very bad indeed, had it not been 
possible, during four years of active pushing 
tising, to shew a better record. But, even with the in- 
creased business of the last few years, the officials are hopeless 
as to the permanent of their ideas if people are left 
= Longa mpg Regi i ha title, paves beneficial in 
theory, in practice, we are no chance ing adopted. 
« Beneficial in theory ” eee a ee eegiigl in the vine a 
the Land Registry Office, but this does not carry us very far. 
It is for landowners outside the office to consider whether it 
be beneficial in ice, and . 
the negative. . Brickpate puts down the 
of 1875 to the “ conditions of land transactions, 
We imagine there are no conditions which 
landowners from resorting to the office, had 
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stantial advantage to be gained by so doing. Surely this is not 
the same Mr. Brickpate who a few years ago wrote: ‘‘ No 
system really beneficial to landowners would require to be 
forced upon them, and, of course, to apply compulsion to any 
system not really beneficial would be a wild injustice.” 








Tue PostmastEer-GeneERAL is not, in our opinion, well advised 
in treating, even if (which we doubt) he is strictly entitled to 
treat, his negotiations with the National Telephone Co. as 
a private or at most a departmental matter in which neither 
Parliament nor the country has a right to have a consultative 
voice. The exceptional history of the telephone problem in the 
United Kingdom must be kept in view. When in 1880 the old 
Exchequer Division of the High Court of Justice declared that a 
“telephone” was a “telegraph” within the meaning of the 
Telegraph Acts of 1863 and 1869, the Postmaster-General 
might have taken the working of the telephone system into his 
own hands. But a different policy was pursued. Open and 
unrestricted competition between private companies was con- 
sidered to offer the best means of supplying the country with 
facilities for telephonic communication, and the Government, 
which seems to have been under the influence of a nervous dread 
lest the telephone should injure the revenue derived from 
telegrams, contented itself with receiving the companies’ 
royalties, and granting every now and again a fresh licence in 
order to prevent the telephone system from becoming the 
subject of a monopoly. This policy, as all students of con- 
temporary scientific history are aware, proved a very indifferent 
success. The telephone system did become the subject of what 
was practically a monopoly, and (to a large extent from! causes 
beyond the control of the powerful company which was invested 
with the privilege of working it) the facilities for telephonic 
communication which the public enjoyed were of a somewhat 
costly, uncertain, and unsatisfactory character. At length the 
master patents, to whose existence the monopoly which we have 
alluded to was in large measure due, expired; there was a 
prospect of a revival of the unrestricted competition from which 
such great things had been anticipated; the New and the 
National Telephone Companies entered the arena of Parlia- 
mentary strife, demanding from the Legislature fresh powers 
for developing their respective undertakings; and the public 
were led to hope that the rivalry between these two corporations 
would secure the triumph of metallic circuits, and a material 
reduction in the cost of the telephones to subscribers. The late 
Government passed the Telegraph Act of 1892, and a Treasury 
minute embodying a scheme of telephonic reform was prepared 
and published. The sequel is well known. The New and the 
National Telephone Companies not only composed their differ- 
ences, but entered into an arrangement which, so far as the out- 
side public are concerned, was an amalgamation; after 
considerable delay, a new agreement between the Postmaster- 
General and the National Telephone Co. is on the eve of 
being signed, and the monopoly which it was for so long the 
policy of the Post Office to avert is once more to be created. 
Under these circumstances, the House of Commons and the 
country are morally entitled, even if the analogy between a 
telephone agreement and the military and naval contracts of the 
Crown is not sufficiently perfect to give them a legal right, to 
have the new agreement laid before them prior to its completion. 


Mr. Yetverton, Chief Justice of the Bahamas, in a letter 
to the Pall Mali Gaztte, declares the administration of 
justice in his colony to have been grossly corrupt, and 
demands ‘“‘an open inquiry before the Judicial Committee 
of thé Privy Council (the proper colonial tribunal in this 
country) or before Lord Hanwnen, if he would kindly under- 
take such a duty,” into the truth of his allegations. It would 
certainly seem to be desirable that a charge of this description, 
uttered by a judicial officer in Mr. YuLverron’s responsible 

tion, should not be ignored. But we doubt whether the 
udicial Committee is “the proper tribunal” to investigate it. 
In the first place, it is clear that the Judicial Committee could 
only act in such a matter by a special reference from the Crown 
under the 4th section of 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 41; and in the 
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second place, the cases in which such references have been made 
seem to shew that the alleged judicial mal-administration in the ~ 
Bahamas is not a fit subject for such treatment. Apparently | 





the proper course is for the Colonial Secretary to appoint g 7 


commission to inquire and report, as in the Jamaica and Trinj. 
dad cases. “ 





Mr. Pearson’s new “ Weather Forecast Competition” hag 
fared no better than the famous ‘‘ Missing Word Competition,” 
The whole country was divided into certain districts, and com. 
petitors had to forecast what would be the number of rain 
days, and what the number of hours of bright sunshine, in their 
district during a specified week. The enterprizing originator of 
the scheme fortified himself and encouraged the readers of his 
paper with the opinion of counsel that this was quite a different — 
thing from the “‘ missing word” case, and that the result would 
depend on skill and not on chance. But this is a matter of fact 
about which Sir Jonn Brioce took a different view. It is quite 
possible that a competitor who had studied the meteorological 
records of his district might be able to make a forecast which 
would have a slightly better chance of success than one made 
solely at random. But such competitors would be few and far © 
between, and the vast majority of forecasts would be mere 
guesses made for the sake of purchasing for one shilling the — 
chance of a prize. Practically the competition would depend 
solely on chance, and Sir Joun Brings, therefore, held it to be 
illegal. 








INFANTS AND THE STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS, 
II. 


Tue authorities to which we referred last week shew that, under 
certain circumstances, a person entering on an infant’s estate 
will be regarded as a bailiff for the infant, and the Statute of 
Limitations will not run in his favour. In applying this prin- 
ciple two questions arise—first, what are the circumstances 
under which the person entering will be treated as a bailiff? 
and, secondly, how long will this character be ascribed to 
him? As we have seen, the early cages ascribed the character 
of bailiff to any stranger, but that was for the purpose of 
carrying back the account against him without limit of time, 
Ordinarily, where an account could be claimed in equity, it 
was limited to the time since the filing of the bill; but im 
favour of an infant it was carried back to the time when his 
right accrued (Dormer v. Fortescue, 3 Atk. 130), In Thomas ¥,~ 
Thomas (2 K. & J. 79) Pace Woop, V.C., demurred to the ™ 
proposition that the rule must be applied to the same extent im 
cases under the Real Property Limitation Act, 1833. “I do 
not,” he said, “ accede to the argument that because an infant 
can treat any stranger who has entered upon his land 
as his bailiff, for the purpose of enforcing an account 
of the rents and profits received by such stranger, it” 
therefore follows that the infant may in all cases treat such 
stranger as a bailiff, for the purpose of escaping from the effect 
of the Statute of Limitations.” And he pointed out that, if this” 
were so, the express saving for the disability of infancy would 
be useless. In that case, however, the act ossessor was the 
father of the infant, and the Vice-Chancellor held that he had~ 
entered, not as a stranger, but as his natural guardian. On the” 
principle, therefore, that possession is, where possible, to be 
ascribed to a lawful title (Doe v. Brightwen, 10 East, 583), he” 


- 


ascribed it to the title of guardian, and it was thus not adverse 
to the infant. As a matter of fact, however, it is not clear that - 
a guardian by nature has any title, like a guardian in tata 


to the infant’s real estate, and it seems better to treat the | 


ee 


under such circumstances as simply a bailiff. 4 





In Pelly v. Bascombe (11 W. RK. 766, 4 Giff. 390) an uncle 
the infant entered, and kept down the interest on a mortgag 
and expended his own moneys on improvements. Adopting 
distinction suggested by Pacz Woop, V.C., in Zhomas v. Tho 


Srvart, V.C., held that this could not be regarded as the ent ei 


of a stranger, but that the uncle was in possession in a fiduciary 
character ; and, on appeal, his decision was ag oe KyiGHt 
Bruce, L.J.; Turner, L.J., giving no opinion (13 W. as 
Again, in Blomfield v. Eyre (8 Beav. 250), it was held that #© 
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purchaser who had notice of the infant’s title might be treated 

as a bailiff for the infant. From these cases, CuatrErton, V.C., 

in Quinton v. Frith (Ir. R. 2 Eq., at p. 415), drew the conclu- 

sion that ‘when any person enters upon the property of an 
infant, whether the infant has been actually in possession or not, 
guch person will be fixed with a fiduciary position as to the 
infant—first, whenever he is the natural guardian of the infant ; 
secondly, when he is so connected by relationship or otherwise 
with the infant as to impose upon him a duty to protect, or at 
least not to prejudice his rights; and, thirdly, when he takes 

sion with knowledge or express notice of the infant’s 

ights.”” 
Bat when it is settled that the original entry on the infant’s 
estate was made in the character of bailiff, it is still necessary to 
consider how long the possession is to be regarded as held in 
this character. There is clearly no change so long as the 
infancy continues, but primd facie it might be supposed that the 
implied relation of bailiff and principal ceases when the infant 
attains his majority, and that thereupon the statute commences to 
run. Until the recent decision of Romer, J., in Zinker v. Rodwell 
it has not been necessary to consider the point, as, in the 
reported cases, the action has always been brought before the 
statutory period, reckoned from the time of attaining twenty- 
one, has elapsed. In Zhomas v. Thomas (supra) the eldest of several 
children who were entitled attained twenty-one in 1836, and the 
action was brought in 1854, twenty years being then the 
statutory limit. Pace Woop, V.C., said: ‘“‘ Assuming that the 
father ceased to continue in the position which up to that time 
he had held, as a father receiving the rents for his children, still 
the rights of the children would accrue for the first time when 
they respectively attained twenty-one, and each would have 
twenty years from such time to assert his rights; and therefore 
the statute has not barred such rights.” In Wall v. Stanwick 
(34 Ch. D. 763) the infant only came of age in 1883. 

But in these cases, although the continuance of the character 
of bailiff until the infant attained twenty-one was sufficient to 
prevent the operation of the statute, it was necessary to consider 
the character of the subsequent possession in order to determine 
whether the account was to be taken against the father in the 
former case, against the mother in the latter, as bailiff or 
as trespasser. It was held that the possession remained un- 
changed. In Zhomas v. Thomas Pack Woon, V.O., said: “I 
think the better and sounder view here is, that, if this gentle- 
man entered as guardian, this court would never allow him to 
set up any other title to the estate.’ And subsequently, after 
further consideration, he said: ‘‘The father was in possession 
until his death as guardian of his children.” So in Wall v. 
Stanwick Kexewicn, J., held that the mother of the infants was 
accountable as bailiff, and would continue to be so accountable 
until the relation of principal and agent had been dissolved. 
How this could be done he did not decide, save that the mere 
attainment by the infant of the age of twenty-one was not 
sufficient. In Hobbs vy. Wade (36 Ch. D. 553) it does not seem 
to have been necessary to consider the nature of the possession 
after the coming of age, either for the purpose of the statute or 
of accounting, but Norrn, J., nevertheless expressed an opinion 
in accordance with the above cases. Since the father was in 
possession as the son’s bailiff at the time when the son attained 
twenty-one, ‘‘ he must be taken to have continued in ion 
in the same character, unless something was done to change the 
character of his possession.” 

In Zinker vy. Rodwell an opportunity has at length occurred of 
considering the effect of possession by the father for more than 
twelve years after the child has attained twenty-one. Exiza- 
seth. Trvxer died in 1848, seised of real property in Kent, 
which was subject to the law of gavelkind. Her husband, 
Wi1am Trvxer, was thus entitled to one half for life, so long 
as he remained a widower, and, subject to this, the two infant 
sons of the marriage, of whom the plaintiff was the younger, 








became entitled. The father entered into possession of all 

the property, and consequently held one half in his own) th 
the time at which the society shall be dissolved or wound 

members whose withdrawal notices have shall 


right and one half as bailiff to his sons. In 1853 he 
married again, the plaintiff being still under age, and, 
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At a special general mee 
was unanimously resolved : “ That rule 11 of the Tunbridge Wells Benefit 
Building Society be rescinded and that the following 
tuted therefor.’’ Then followed rules lla, 114, lle, and it was to 
of rule 11a that objection was ee the registrar. 

that ‘‘ any investing member may draw fro 

all or any of the investing shares held by him, notwithstanding that the 
same may not be fully subscribed, subject to the following re 
[which shall apply not only to withdrawals wh 
after the 25th day of May, 1893, but also to all withdrawals whereof 
notice has been given before that date].’’ Then regulation 4 of this rule 
provided ‘‘except in case of dissolution or winding oo tee awe oP 
amount receivable by a withdrawing member latio 
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until the death of the father in 1886 he remained out of posses- 
sion, and no acknowledgment of his title by the father, who 
remained in possession, appears ever to have been made. What, 

then, was the character of the father’s possession during this 
interval? Romer, J., relying on the above cases, held that, in 
the absence of positive evidence that the father had ceased to 
possess as bailiff, no such change could be presumed. Not-~ 
withstanding, therefore, the lapse of time, his possession as 
bailiff continued, and the statute did not commence to run until 
his death. 

It may be suggested, however, that it would not have been 

difficult or improper to presume that the character of the father’s 

ossession had in fact A ve Even under the old law, which 

eaned so strongly against allowing a possession rightfully taken 
to become adverse (Doe d. Burrell v. Perkins, 3 va & 8. 271), 
actual ouster might be presumed from mere length of posses- 
sion, and in Doe d. Fishar v. Prosser (Cowp. 217) Lord Mawns- 
FIELD said that it might be presumed in favour of a co-tenant 
from his uninterrupted receipt of the rents and profits without 
accounting for a period of nearly forty years. the present 
case Romer, J., seems to have considered that, for the statute to 
run, it must be necessary to fix an exact date for the change of 
possession. But, where there has been a possession far exceed- 
ing the statutory period, this does not appear to be essential. 
Assuming the action to have been commenced in 1892, the 
question was whether the father’s possession had become adverse 
before 1880, and, regarding this purely as a matter of fact, the 
answer probably would be that it had. If a father fails to give 
up possession to the infant immediately on his attaining his 
majority, there may be no reason for saying that he at once 
ceases to hold as bailiff. But if he continues in possession for 
several years without accounting, or in any way recognizing the 
son’s title, it seems reasonable to say that the relation of prin- 
cipal and agent no longer exists. The existence of the relation 
is properly a question of fact, and only while it actually exists 
is the agent’s possession credited to the principal, and the title 
of the latter saved. ing infancy the law presumes its exist- 
ence, and for a time, doubtless, after infancy has terminated ; 
but it seems questionable whether its existence ought to be pre- 
sumed to continue indefinitely in the absence of any act on the 
part of the son to maintain it. 











CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
REG. ». BRABROOK—7th August. 


Burtpine Socrery—WitTHpRAWInG Mempgr—A.rsration or Rutes—Recis- 
TRATION—RETROSPECTIVE OPERATION OF ALTERATION—RIGHT TO HAVE 
such ALTERATION ReGisTerED—Buriipine Socretres Acr, 1874 (37 & 38 
Vicr. c..42), ss. 18, 14. 

Rule calling on the registrar of building societies in 
cause why a writ of mandamus should not issue directed to h 
ing him to register the alteration of rules made by the Tunbridge Wells 
Benefit Building Society on the 25th of May, 1893, and to ter one 
copy of the altered e and c the other copy. The rule was 
obtained at the instance of the Tun! Wells Benefit Building Society. 
of the on the 25th of May, 1893, it 


nd to shew 
command - 


new rules be substi- 


Rule lla provided 
m the society in respect of 


ereof notice shall be given 


paid nly out of pee 


unless and until the society o be 

arising from the following sources, namely,” &c. The registrar proposed 

to insert after the words * under 2”? the words, “in of 
notice of withdrawal, whether before or after of 


alteration of rules.”” In 
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his own title thus coming to an end, he held the whole of 


The plaintiff came of age in 1857, and from that time | all other members].” 


priorities given to such withdrawing 
plaintiff's share as his bailiff. To this share the action on eomts of te pase 
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registrar objected that the words 
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brackets in the first part should be struck out; that the proposed 
words should be added in regulation 4, and that the words in brackets 
in regulation 6 should be struck out, and the registrar so objected 
on two grounds: (1) That they were in terms retrospective, and were 
therefore not rules authorized to be made by the Building Societies Acts ; 
(2) That they purported to prescribe the matters which by the Building 
Societies Acts are directed to be provided in an instrument of dissolution. 
Section 18 of the Building Societies Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c. 42), pro- 
vides for alteration of rules, and it goes on to enact: ‘* And every society 
under this Act altering or rescinding any rule, or making an additional 
rule, shall forward two copies of every resolution for rescission of a rule, 
and of every alteration of or addition to its rules, to the regis- 
trar, who, if he find that such alteration, addition, or rescission is in con- 
formity with this Act, sball return one of the copies to the secretary or 
other officer of the society with a certificate of registration and retain and 
register the other copy.’’ Section 14 enacts: ‘‘ The liability of any mem- 
ber of any society under this Act in respect of any share upon which no 
advance has been made shall be limited to the amount actually paid or in 
arrear on such share, and in respect of any share upon which an advance 
has been made shall be limited to the amount payable thereon under any 
mortgage or other security or under the rules ot the society.” ‘The point 
now chiefly relied on for the registrar was that the proposed alterations 
were bad, and could not be registered by reason of their retrospective 
operation: Pepe v. City and Suburban Permanent Building Society (41 W. R. 
548; 1893, 2 Uh. 311) and Rosenberg v. Northuinberland Building Society (37 
W. R. 368, 22 Q. B. D. 373). 

Cavz, J.—I think that this rule must be made absolute. As was said in 
the passage from the judgment of Lord Macnaghten in the case of Auld v. 
The Glasgow Working Men's Building Society (35 W. R. 632, 12 App. Cas. 
197), referred to by my brother Wright, these societies are intended to be 
ruled ly by the Act passed for that purpose and partly by the rules of 
the members themselves ; and the rules which are entered into originally, 
and on the faith of which persons become members, may notwithstanding 
be altered, provided they are altered by the requisite majority of the 
members. Persons know perfectly well, or ought to know, and must be 
taken to know, what the statutory provisions are, and when they join these 
societies they must be taken to know that they have joined them subject 
to the possibility of the rules being altered, the provision being made chat 
there must be a certain majority in order to insure that there shall be an 
exercise of the discretion, not merely of the bare majority, but of so con- 
siderable a majority as to render it probable that all proper considerations 
of fairness and justice will be taken into consideration. Now in this 
particular case there is very great difficulty in ascertaining when a 
member ceases to be a member. He ceases to be a member undoubtedly 
when he has, in pursuance of the society’s rules, withdrawn from the 
society and been paid, and, of course, according to the rules of each 
individual society the exact time of his ceasing to be a member may be 
altered. He may by the rules cease to be a member, although it is very 
unlikely that it should be so, upon his merely giving notice to withdraw. 
He may by the rules cease to be a member when the time for the notice of 
withdrawal has expired, or he may by the rules cease to be a member 
when not only the notice has expired, but when he has been actually paid 
all that he is entitled to receive from the society. As far as I can judge, 
the latter seems to be the proposition which is correct with regard to this 
society, for I find no provision at all that he is to cease to be a member 
upon the expiration of the notice; and inasmuch as the funds out of 
which he is to have payment are necessarily dealt with by the members of 
the society, and may be dealt with in such a way as to further or lessen 
the chance of his being paid, or to diminish or increase the length of the 
time which would elapse before he was paid, one would think it not un- 
natural that he should be a member and have his say end bis vote upon 
matters of that kind, which concern him so nearly. If it could be shewn 
that these rules affected any person who had ceased to be a member of the 
society, I should require further time to consider whether it would be the 
duty of the registrar to certify them, but, so far as I can see, théy do not 
affect anybody who is not a member of the society; and inasmuch as 
members of the society have joined upon the rules and upon the agreement 
that a specified majority shall have power to alter these rules, I think that, 
80 long as they are members of the society, they must be held to be bound 
by those rules; and, consequently, that a rule passed by the requisite 
majority which does alter the position of certain classes of the members is 
not on that ground alone a bad rule, or one which ought not to be regis- 
tered. The registrar is entitled to refuse where it can be shewn that the 
rules are not in conformity with the Act. I see nothing, however, in this 
rule which is not in conformity with the Act. They may not be the 
original rules passed when the society was formed, but it seems to me 
there is no doubt at all that they are a great improvement upon rule 11, 
which was paseed at that time, and if they are an improvement upon that 
rule, and carry out more perfectly, as far as we can gather, what the 
intention of the Act was, and if they are within the powers of the society 
as defined by the statute, there would seem to be no reason why the 
registrar should refuse to register them as proper alterations of the rules. 

Wuiout, J.—I am of the same opinion. In my judgment the registrar 
has no business at all to consider any question except whether the rules 
are bad or not for nonconformity with the terms of the Act iteelf. They 
would be bad, for instance, if they violated section 23, which requires the 
Officers to give security, or section 24, which makes it obligatory on the 
officers toaccount, or if in any other way the rules should fail to provide 
for that which the Act requires to be provided for, or where they attempt 
yy coy with any of the provisions of the Act. ‘That is all that he can 

le ow 


it may be that the rules, whether registered or not, and although 
they have been passed by three-fourths majority, may be void for the reason 
that a court might see its way to refuse to enforce them, or might see ite way 








me 
to restrain the society from acting onthem. For instance, if three-four 
of the members were to vote that all the shares of the remaining fourth ~ 
were to be forfeited without cause, of course a court would say that suchg 
rule as that could not have been passed in good faith, and would 
the soviety from acting upon it, and, in such a case, if the registrar wer — 
to refuse, as he probably would refuse, to register such a rule, alth 
he would be technically going beyond his powers, still no court : 
blame him or would e any rule absolute for failing to register. Rulg 
absolute, but without costs.—CounsgL, Sutton ; Upjohn. Soscrrors, The © 
Solicitor to the Treasury ; Sole, Turner, § Co. se: 


[Reported by Sir SHzensron Baxen, Bart., P arrister-at-Law. } 



























THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 


Tue following letter has been addressed by Mr. B. G. Lake to the editor 
of the Times :— 

Sir,—There appears to be some danger lest this Bill should become lay 
without any adequate discussion in Parliament or any inquiry into the 
working of the system of registration of title which was established in — 
1875, and which the Bill seeks to make compulsory. Up to the present 
time no discussion has taken place in Parliament upon this proposal, and 
no public inquiry has been held since the Select Committee appointed in ~ 
1879, after taking evidence at great length, reported against making the 
system of registration of title compulsory. 

Priméd facie, compulsion is wrong, and requires justification, for if a 
system is advantageous it will commend itself; and if it be not advan. 
tageous, why should its adoption be enforced? The existing system hag ~ 
been widely made known by lectures, by advertisements, and by all other 
porsible means, but it has failed to attract custom. 

The reasons are not far to seek; the existing system of registration 
does not suit the public requirements or confer the benefits which if 
professes to give, and which a properly-considered system might afford. 

One principal objection is that it increases the dangers of fraud or 
forgery. At present a landowner who has ion of his deeds is safe, 
No fraud or forgery can affect him. The title of the true and innocent 
owner always prevails, and the loss falls upon the person who has been ~ 
deceived by the fraud or forgery. This is not the case if the land hag | 
been placed on tbe Jand registry, whether with an absolute or a p 
title. For, as a general rule, the title of the registered a ag is to 
prevail, and any person injured by a mistake or error of the registrar, 
whether the result of fraud or forgery or of simple negligence or over- 
sight, is, under certain circumstances, to be entitled to compensation. If 
follows that a perfectly innocent and unsuspecting landowner may, as the 
result of a successful forgery, find himself dispossessed of his land, and 
have to be contented with the limited pecuniary compensation which the 
Bill provides. 

It is true that the registrar may, ‘‘ under special circumstances,’’ dis- 
possess the registered proprietor in favour of the true owner, and he — 
would no doubt do so if the registered proprietor were the perpetrator of 
the fraud or poy & But this would scarcely ever be the case, for the 
perpetrator of the forgery would seldom place himself upon the register, 
The forgery would, as a rule, be committed for the purpose of selling toa 
third person, perfectly innocent of complicity, and in such a case the 
registrar would not be likely to throw discredit upon the value of a so 
called absolute title, and would in all probability uphold the register and 
leave the true and defrauded owner to his claim for compensation. a 

Even if this compensation were based on the full market value of the © 
land, money would be but a sorry solace to a man dispossessed of his 
favourite residence or of a family estate. But market value would not be 
given. The amount of compensation is not to exceed “' the capital value — 
of the land as last ascertained for the purpose of the insurance fee.” 
This would be the sum paid by the then registered proprietor to the 
forger, who would very probably not have obtained the highest possible 
price, since his desire would have been to get rid of the land as speedily 
as possible. ae 

Even this limited compensation is confined to proprietors who shal) have 
registered their land with an absolute title subsequent to the Ist of Janu- 
ary, 1894, the date when the Bill, if it became an Act, is to come inte 
operation. Those who have registered with an absolute title prior to that 
date, as well as all original proprietors with a merely possessory 4 
whether registered prior or subsequent to that date, are excluded from 
compensation, for they will not have paid any insurance fee, and conse+ 
quently will have no claim on the insurance fund. This seems ES 
but is unquestionably the fact, although by far the larger number of titles 
registered, and the only ones ine —_— under Bp dag oo of the Billte 
registered, will be possessory only. Not one the yore pro gas 
who will have been compelled by the provisions of the Bill to La ii 
land with a possessory title, whether he desired to do so or not, will hare) 
any claim upon the insurance fund or to compensation for any loss which 
he may have suffered in uence of any wrongful entry. A purchase 
from the original proprietor be entitled to compensation, because for — 
any transfer an insurance fee must be paid. bate 

it be replied that the Bill can be amended in this respect, the resulb” 
will be to increase the cost of first registration. But a more importamhy 
observation is that, if so serious an oversight have been inadvertently come 
mitted, the need of a more searching examination than the Bill 
received is abundantly proved. 

The only satisfactory amendment would be to establish a system of 
ren. § instead of so-called absolute title, compensating any regi 
but veeridies 3 : 









tered proprietor whose title should prove defective, 
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no circumstances should the oe true and innocent owner be 
diced by any fraud, forgery, or : 
pred objections which have influenced landowners and their advisers 
the existing system of registration of title are the difficulties and 
delays which it interposes to a temporary borrowing from bankers. Under 
the ordinary system a landowner deposits bis deeds with his bankers, 
receives an advance, and on its repayment withdraws his deeds again. 
No legal costs are incurred, little time is —— and no publicity 
juvolved. No one but the landowner and his ers need have any 
knowledge of the transaction. 

If the land is registered the case is very different. The land certificate 
js not of itself any evidence of present title ; it simply shews what was 
the state of the register on its date. No reliance can be placed upon it 
without an actual search of the register, which involves fees, if not the 
intervention of a lawyer. If the search is satisfectory the deposit must 
be protected by a caution, the fee for which (unless the d of the 
caution is limited to a year, a limitation which no lender would or does 
gocept) is the same as on the registration of a formal mo More- 
over, when the loan is paid off, the caution must be withdrawn, a pro- 
ceeding which is again attended with fees. : . 

Landowners do not like all their dealings to become public, yet this 
would certainly be the case. The land register at present purports to 
be private. But at any time a simple order of the Lord Chancellor 
could throw it open to the world, and in fact the register in almost 
every country in which registration of title is in operation was originally 
or has since become public. Publicity seems almost a necessity of the 

stem. 

"Registration of title in this country is largely based upon what is said to 
be a similar system in force in Australia. The author of that system was 
Sir Robert Torrens, and it is worth noting that he refused to register his 
own land under the English system, and never did so. It is also to be 
noted that Lord Cairns, the author of the Engiish system, withdrew the 
compulsory clauses which it originally introduced, and, in his evidence 
before the Select Committee of 1879, deprecated any attempt to make the 
system compulsory, mainly because of the hardship which it would, in his 
opinion, cause to the holders of small properties. 

lastly, there is great reason to fear that, if the system were made com- 
pulsory, it would be so worked as to become, like the Post Office, a source 
of revenue for which landowners would have to pay. That this is not an 
imaginary danger may be ascertained by anyone who will compare the fees 
authorized in 1875 with the fees as revised in 1889. One instance may 
suffice. The fee for registering a charge for £1,000 was increased from 
2s. 6d. to £3, that for registering a charge for £100,000 from £5 1s. 6d. 
to £59. 

Surely a case is made out for a full inquiry by a committee or Royal 
Commission empowered to take evidence into the working of the present 
system before it is imposed on the country as a compulsory and exclusive 
method of dealing with land.—I am, Sir, yours truly, 

Lincoln’s-inn, Sept. 1. Bens. G. Laxz. 





On the Ist inst., says the Times, a deputation, representing the Incor- 
porated Law Society of Liverpool and district, supported by representa- 
tives from the Council of the Incorporated Law Society of the United 
Kingdom, had an interview in one of the committee rooms of the House 
of Commons with members of Parliament representi Lanes and the 
neighbourhood, and urged objections to the compulsory clauses of the 
Land Transfer Bill. They urged that it was unjust to compel landowners 
to adopt a system which had been found by experience not to be applic- 
able, and, in fact, to be injurious, to their property, and pointed out that 
Lord Cairns’ Conveyancing Acts, which had scarcely had a sufficiently 

trial, had proved of enormous advantage in multiplying transactions 
facilitating dealing with land, so that a further development along 
those lines was the best policy. They asked the members present to 
_ the second reading of the Bill, or to do their best that it should be 
erred to a Select Committee, with power to take evidence. The mem- 
bers present (who included the Hon. George Curzon, Mr. Ralph Neville 
Colonel Sandys, Mr. Tomlinson, Mr. Pierpoint, Mr. W. F. Lawrence, an 
Mr. Willox) thanked the deputation for submitting their views, and - 
_ favourably to consider the representations which had been to 


LEGAL NEWS. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Rongrr Coox, solicitor (of the firm of Richardson, Son, & ws 
Manchester, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. 
was admitted in April, 1886. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS, 
Disso.vurron. 

Ronsrt Wetsn and James Waurer Syxers, solicitors (Welsh & W. 
Sykes), Victoria-chambers, 6, Queen-street, Huddersfield. July 14. The 
said Robert Welsh will henceforth on the business under his own 
name. The said James Walter Sykes henceforth carry on business in 
his own name at the Lion-arcade, Huddersfield. (Gazette, Sept. ‘1. 





GENERAL. 


The London Gasette of the 5th of September contains an announcement 
that the Queen has been pleased by Letters Patent under the Great Seal to’ 





grant, in ursuance of the Appella te Jurisdiction Act, 1876, an annui : 
unto the $ Honewmnhie, denen, Louk Seeties tips eeed dnaaahes 


In the City of London Court, on the 6th inst., says the Zimes, 
Mr. Julian Robins, deputy indes, an ot oe. made by Mr. G.. 
Stephenson asking that Mr. C. J. Stewart the senior official receiver), 
who was appointed liquidator of the Liberator een Society, chon 
in consequence of de tal changes recen‘ by the Board 
Trade in the office of the Official Receiver in > Liquidation, be - 
allowed to resign his appointment; and that Mr. uel Wheeler, one of 


SN ed ne eee ee inding- 
up) Act, shoul, be eppeeses Sarriele 2, en nee 00 tion was 
offered, and the application was granted. It may be that Mr 


pointed by the Board of Trade as the official receiver 
and liquidator of the whole of the Balfour group of companies. 
At Bow-street, on the 6th inst., reg Bh Pearson, of Pearson's 
appeared to three summonses charging with carrying on an 
lottery, known as the ‘‘ Weather Forecast Competition.” 
Stephenson, the Public Prosecutor, with whom was Mr. Angus Lewis, a 
peared for the Treasury, and Mr. Muir Mackenzie and Mr. Arthur Gill 
pele ower an + eg of his = , the Public Prosecutor ex- 
p t the defendant, in the issue of his paper bearing date August 26 
announced that he intended to carry tion. 
He explained to his subscribers that for pow oo pee the competition the 
map of the United Kingdom would be di el 
people were invited to predict the number of hours of bright sunshine and 
the number of rainy days in their particular districts during the 
week. Competitors were to fill up a coupon printed with the 4 
send it to the publishing office, by a postal- for 1s. 
It was explained that the shillings be pooled, and handed out in 
sums of £5, as far as they would go, to the competitors who most nearly fore- 
casted the weather in their particular districts. One paragraph stated that 
no one must send more than one attempt in the competition ; but further 
down it stated, ‘‘a number of separate competitors may send in their 
attempts in one envelope, with one large postal-order, if they choose 
to do so.”” He contended that this competition was No skill 
was required. If the competition was ned to 
might be different. Mr. Mackenzie ha . 
Sir John Bridge said all he had to decide was w r this competition 


Wheeler has been ap 


a useful paper which might be read with papa but the competition 
was certainl aly a mischievous one—quite as 
missing word competition. As a rule owners of 
were supposed to on their business for the of the public, and 
not for their own profit, and he thought it was the duty of every respect- 
able owner or writer to stop any practice found to be mischievous. The 
law said that persons who carried on these lotteries were rogues 
vagabonds, and they were liable to three months. 
be changed into a fine, and the defendan 
£20 and £5 costs. Mr. Gill asked the magistrate to state a case, but ulti- 
mately the application was withdrawn. 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
MARRIAGES. 
ne ee » ma ¢ St. Michael > sete Se Morton Nicholson, 
youngest daughter of the late Rev. John 
ry 12, at 8t ——, 
bush-green, daughter of the late Isaac Howard 5S 
Russe.t—Gi_agar.—Aug. 24, at Lichfield 
Cheltenham, to Mary, second daughter of Major 








AMMERERS of all ages, and stammering children should read a book 
written by a gentleman who cured after nearly years. Post-free fox 
stamps from Mr. B. Beas.ey, , or “ Sherwood,” 
Waanive ro vrexpive Hovss Puncuasens & Lassazs.— Before or renting 

a house have the arrangements ae gee 


ayy eo! examined 
Wertanlastes (Ietabe 1675); whe aloo undartabe the Veatilotion leg {Avre.). 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette—Furpar, Sept. 1. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Loarrsp 


mm Omaxomny. 
Davin Manries & Co, Laurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 21, to send their 
names and of their debts and claims, to Biward Morris 
D, Melvill Lord st, Liverpool 
Joux Bys & Co, on or before Oct 7, to send their names 
and addresses, and particulars of their or claims, to Alfred Herbert Pownall, 4, 


. Wi 
Nortu-Eastery TFONTEIN &, tonae ae for presentert Avs 
pn a pal a TS I sla er pine Notice of 
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Seinen Reer, Linrrzp—Creditors are sequal, on or before Oct 14, to send their 
names and and particulars of their debts or claims, to N athaniel Francis 
Robarts, Dashwood House, Old Broad st 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Dover Distaict Lopce or Past Granps, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, Manchester 
, Dover, Kent. Aug 26 


Hype Distaicr Uniren Carters’ Frienpiy Society, Spinner’s Arms, Hyde, Chester. 
ug 26 ke 
WakEriztp axp Distaict Licensep Victuatiers’ Bexevoiert Association, Wakefield, 
Aug 26 
Wairwortn anv No. Z Cotuierizs Cotuiers’ anp Workxmen’s Sick ayp Fuyerat Funp 


CIETY, ons’ Arms Hotel, Castle st, Tredegar, Monmouth. Aug 26 
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| Hanson, ania: Cite. Gent Sept 30 Siniataees Carlile, Oldham 
Horrer, Georce, Scarborough, Butcher Sept 2t Watts & Co, Scarborough 
Houmrurers, Jouy, Derby, Gent Oct 31 Shaw, Derby 

Hype, Curistiaya, Birkenhead Sept 21 Thompson & Hughes, Birkenhead 


Gray’s inn 


Jerrrey, GEORGE Bemsee, New sq, Lincoln’s inn, Barrister at Law Oct 21 Hicks, =) 


Lincoln’s inn fiel 
Low1s, Water, Waltham, Lincs, Baker Sept 25 Barker, Great Grimsby 





London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 5. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LiutTep 1x CHANCERY. 
Exce.sion Estates, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 21, to send their 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Dominick Dillon-Trant, 
3, Budge row 
Fort Cryxxoo Stare Quarry Co, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 30, 
directed to gh heard on Oct 25. Lloyd George & Co, 8, New inn, Strand, agents for 
George , Portmadoc, solors for - Notice 4 “pada must reach | 
the 2 ee aed not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 
Harmoxy Gorp Freips, Liurrep— Creditors are required, on or ll Oct 21, to send their 
names . "and particulars of their debts or claims, to Dominick Dillon-Trant, 
3, Budge row 
Nationa, Insvraxyce axp Guaranter Corroratiox, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, | 
eos Sets directed to be heard on Oct 26. Mackrell & Co, 21, Cannon st, agents | 
or Wragge & Co, Birmingham, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the | 
abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 
Rurnitetr Hompurers, Linitrep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 5, directed to be 
heard on Sept 13. Leesmith & Munby, 27, Copthal avenue, solors for petner Notice | 
of a g must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


2 
Victor Crciz Co, Limrren—Creditors are r- uired, on or before Oct 9, to send their | 
names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward Thomas 
Felon, 17, Hertford st, Coventry 
Usimirep 1x Caancery. 
Hespvew Baince Ricamonp Buitpine Sociery—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 2, 
to send to Richard Crabtree, Market st, Hebden Bridge, their Christian and surnames, 
addresses, and descriptions. Longbottom & Sons, Hebden Bridge, solors for society 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette—Tvrspay, Aug. 22. 

Araiat, Jvpan, Duncan ter, Islington, Gent Oct7 Hollams & Co, Mincing lane 
Beapuz, Jaxz, Barrow in Furness Oct 6 Bolton & Bolton, Kendal 
Bsgay, Exizapetu, Waterloo, Lancs Sept 30 Fisher & Co, Liverpool 
Bowpey, Janzs, New Mills, co Derby, Licensed Victualler Sept 18 Walker, New Mills 
Bricos, Wii114Mm, Sandal, Engineer Sept 30 Harrison & Co, Wakefield 
Browse, en mage Croydon, Surrey, Bankers’ Clerk Sept 1 Firth, Angel court, 


| Frexrns, Jony, Smallheath, Birmingham, formerly Coal Merchant 


Burtox, Auice, Gwaynynog, nr Denbigh Oct 4 Walter M Simpson, Liverpool 
Cartwricnut, E.tex Jones, Rochdale Sept 19 Cheetham, Rochdale 

Crourer, Sauvet, Croydon, Surrey, retired Printer Sept 23 Streeter, Croydon 

ene Tuomas Cuantes Branp, Cambridge, Clerk in Holy Orders Sept 23 Foster, 


Cradley Heath, Staffs, Cashier Aug 31 Wright, Cradley 


Davies, Roszet Coxer Nasu, Rye, Sussex, Surgeon Sept 19 Smith & Atkinson, Rye 


Drxos, Harner Sornia, Temple Sowerby, Westmoreland Sept 30 Watson & Co, | 
verie 
Daew, Taoxas, Upper Thames st, Iron Merchant Oct 3 Rhodes & Son, Dowgate hill 


Fawcett, Sanan Exizasetn, Bridlington Quay, Yorks Sept 30 Taylor & Co, Bradford | 
Fares, Evizapern Tuzorntta, Billesdon, Leics Sept 20 Freer & Co, Leicester 
Pra.oxcer, ~~ Joux, Stock Exchange, Esq Sept 30 Fisher & Fisher, Park 


Darsy, Hesry Rartroy, 


. Westminster 
Gazpxex, Maxassen, Dudley, Gent Sept 29 Wright, Cradley Heath, Staffs 
Guszy, Hexry Parry, Oxford st Oct7 Hollams & Co, Mincing lane 
Gopnzicn, Atrazep, Victoria grove, Fulham rd, Surgeon Oct 2 Harris, Coleman st 
Gazes, Jaurs, Culcheth, Lanes, Farmer Sept 23 Widdows, Leigh 


Grove, Witt1am, Great Barr, Staffs, retired Licensed Victualler Sept 1 Beale & Co; 
Lane & Clutterbuck, Birmingham 


| Cuaprett, Jony, Cha 


| Woop, Farpenicx, Devonshire st, Mile End, Builder Nov t 


Mrs, + tonne Colchester, Painter Oct7 Elwes & Turner, Colchester 

Mopvey, Jonx, Cambridge, Wine Merchant Sept 23 Foster, Cambridge 

Nicnotsox, Dorotxy, Much Woolton, Lancs Oct10 Thornley & Cameron, Liverpool 
Parsows, W1111AM, Cadishead, Lancs, Farmer Sept 23 Widdows, Leigh 


Peet, Rear ie Wi.14u, Catisfield House, nr Fareham, Hants, Esq Septi7 Walls&@ 
0 ewry 
Rosenrs, Joux, Granville park, Lewisham Sept 29 Layton & Webber, St Helen’s plags 


| Spriuer, Exvizanetu, Colyton, Devon Sept 30 Every, Honiton 
Reamevenes, cae xp Joun, Mile Endrd Oct1 Savery & Stevens, Brabant court, Phil. 


Strap ony eg Stockton on Tees Sept 14 Watson & Co, Stockton on Tees 
Tvuxe, Witu1am Cartes, Manchester, Architect Oct 1 Addleshaw & Warburton, 
| wouree en hese Leics Sept26 Harding, Leicester 

London Gazette.—Faipay, Aug, 25. 
Anpers, James, Rossett avenue, Liverpool Sept 25 Whitley & Co, Liverpool 
| Bryrvus, Sotomox, Bedford sq, Gent Nov3 Beyfus & Beyfus, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Broveuton. Jonas, Huddersfield, formerly Draper Oct 1 Laycock & Co, Huddersfield 


ltown, Ecclesfield, Yorks, Publican Oct 1 Oxley & Cowani, 
Rotherham and Sheffield 
Sept 29 Muddiman, 


CreicuTon, Mania Jonanna, Rockenham, Passage West, co Cork 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Day, Emma, Brecknock rd, Camden Town, Dyer Sept14 Tickle, Cheapside 

Ducxworts, Euma, Bradford Sept 30 Atkinson & Ward, Bradford 


Sept 29 Bickley & 


Lynex, Birmi 


ngham 
| Gumeg. Sy Lowen Tunbridge Wells, Carman in employ 8 E Ry Co Sept 30 Buss, 


unbridge 
Gitteez, Heyry Aruitace, Barby, co Northampton, Glazier Sept 29 Roche, Daventry 


Goopwyy, Jouy, Ipswich, retired Waiter Nov1 Westhorp & Co, Ipswich 

Hicoins, Mary Exvey, Clifton, Glos Sept 30 Bateson & Co, Liverpool 

Marspex, Exizasetu, Barnsley Sept 27 Horsfield, Barnsley 

McCarmickx, AxtHoyy, Leeds Sept 30 McConnell, Leeds 

Norrucorr, Arruur, Moorgate st, Surgeon Sept 24 Watkins, Chancery lane 

Pos, 7a vomee Davip, Trevor sq, Knightsbridge, Gent Oct1 Meade-King & Bigg, 

Perers, Saxon Wituiamu, Ashchurch, Park Villas, Satake Bush, Schoolmaster 
‘eters, 28, Devonport rd, Goldhawk 

as Sheree Nady = Hexry Fox, Queensbury pl, , a Oct 2 Frere 
& Co, Lincoln’s inn fiel 


Levinah Pi 
Powys, 
Puan, ‘nas. Clapham rd Sept 30 Fisher & Fisher, Park Prospect, Westminster 


| Purricx, Wii11am, Eastbourne, Sussex, Accountant Sept 29 Albery & Lucas, Midhurst 


Ramsect, WituraM Francis, Burton on Trent Sept 22 Taylor & Wheatcroft, Burton 
on 

Ricnarpsoy, Rosert, Langwathby, Cumbrid, Yeoman Oct 4 Arnison & Co, Penrith 

Roserts, Caro.ine, Bennett pk, Blackheath Sept 29 Layton & Webber, St Helen’s pl 

Saver, WELLINGTON Harrison, Portsmouth, Wine Merchant Sept 29 Besant, Portsea 


Squvarey, Coarp Wiiu1am, Gt Malvern, Worcs, Gent Sept 30 Style & Co, Liverpoo! 


Srevens. James, Reform Club, Pall Mall, Esq Oct 2 H P & J H Cobb, Lincoln’s inn 
fields 


e. 
SrnawseipcEe, Any, Blandford sq, Marylebone Nov1 Palmer, Seymour pl, Bryanston sq 


Tittey, Witutam, Thorpe, Langton, Leics, Grazier Sept 19 Douglas, Market Har- 


borough : 3 
Travers, Rosert Orno, Dawlish, Devon, Esq Sept 30 Turner, Sackville st 
Urcaer, farees, Kirby Cane Rectory, Norfolk, Clerk in Holy Orders Sept 30 Harteup 


Son, B 
Wabs.ey, Au BERT, 


Wuiresarav, Asranamu, Oldham, Cotton Waste Dealer 
Oldbam 


5 Lines, Farmer Oct 4 B Smith & Co, Horbling 
Sept 30 Ponsonby & Carlile, 


Christmas, Bloomsbury sq 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fuipar, Sept 1. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
o Wi 8 oly 
~—. oe, ry , Butcher Wolverhampton 


Cooper, 


Comes , Jous, 
‘et Aug 11 


Agent High Court 


Witiiam, Leicester, Picture Frame Maker Lei- 
cester Pet Aug 15 ng Ay! 
Bri Brighton, Pub! 


Cunsow; Hexry Sowass Bridge rd, Hammersmith, Coal | 
Pet Aug1 Ord Aug 28 


| Lanyon, ALrRep, ae, Cornwall, Painter Truro Pet 
Aug 30 Ord Aug 
Accountant Brighton | Lananp, Freperick, i cncedbensh st, Ma Dente 
| a PublicCo High Court Pet Aug 56 Ord Aug 
Sauan re, Derby, Shoe Mercer Derby Pet of Ang 38 
0 


} 
Dacworrny, Josern, Bristol rd, bir pk, Messenger 
me eT hey Seameies, Sate, Deer High Court Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug | Lo = J Tuouas, Bedminster, Bristol, Baker 
vETAxD pre 2 —=——" Dicxixsox, Faxverick WiuiaM, Mount View rd, Stroud | “Bristol, Pet A — 30 Ord Aug 30 ‘ ’ 
B Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug B re erations  *- + as —- oe ee oe ‘Aug ” McDowatp, oben 4 Rt 4 Cheshire, Commission 
ABCLAY , — , | 1 Ord Aug 29 
~ Pade omy Fy ey tage ame New- | exoxs, Auyaep, Old Kent ri, Draper High Court Pet oe a Tuousns Gt xarmouthe Butcher ‘Gt Yarmouth 
Barsey, Witsax Wann Peldock, Haddersl Joiner July 26 Ord Aug 25 Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 


Pet Aug23 Ord Aug 
atchmak: 


Gaavet a seamen, Burnley, Chemist Burnley Pet Aug 


Moroaxwa, Gwisiousy Hiartnes, Tyr Mab 
Liantrissan 


Widow 


| 
Bens, See, Bete, Ww C4 Bristol Pet Aug 29 29 Aug 29 | Glam, Penmes, Spinster Pont 
- 9 2 GaivritTus, gee and Bexsamix Gairvitus, Blaentreole, | Pet ang ond Aug 
Brace, C A H, —— bidgs, Temple, Barrister at Law I varmarthenshire, Warmer Carmarthen | Pant ey, Henny Waren, Bristol, Hatter Bristol Pet 
High Pet Aug 2% Ord Ang Pet Aug 23 Ord A ug 30 Ord Aug 
Brackeves, Saucer, Cheshire, Paleter Ashton Hampsos, Bexsaurs, Adbion u Mersey, Grocer Man- | Saat BE, UEORGE Hensesr, Angel lane, Stratford, Tobac- 
under and Mtaly Pet Augi6 Ord Aug 2 chester Pet Aug 20 Ord ping 2 | conist High Court Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 28 
| 


Bias, Josurn > here ery Hairdresser Stockton on 
Tees and 


Hasxtxsox, Joun Janes, - - cccamata Baker Macclesfield | 


Pesicup, Bary, Ric md, Surrey, tata 


Pett Aug 2 Ord Aug 19 Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 2 Wandsworth Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 
Baerstacer, Apo.rn, , Leadenhall st, | Harvy, Mantis, Darlington, Satnee y+ Salama and | Prrrs, Jonxy Eowanp, Rochdale, Painter Oldham Pet 
Merchant High Court Pet Aug3 Ord A Middles h Peta Ord A | Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
Cosson, Le Redbourn, Herts, Farmer 5 Albans | Hurcnixs, Joux Jaues, Chic! er, liven Stable Keeper | Pury ~ ba Eowarp Henny Rosext, Cardiff, Butcher 
Pet Out aus Brighton Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 | "Cardiff Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
oe, 2 Jae, Tuouss Coorzn, rT Suffolk, | Jorns, Faenegicx, Brighton, Pork ‘Butcher Brighton Pet | Paice, James, Moorhampton, Yazor, Herefordshire, Coal 
Florists Toowich Pet Ang 29 Ord Ang Aug #) Ord Aug | "Agent Hereford Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 28 





James, Witi1aM Steruen, Canning rd, Wealdstone Sept 30 Taylor & Co, Field court, 


ot ANG oe 
Lewis, Sex, reds, Boot Maker Leeds Pet Aug 28 Ord 






























Lacmnene aseet, Mary Rosaiz, Middlewich, co Chester Sept 23 Trafford & Cook, o 
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d court, 
Hick, 


& Cook, 


Tpool 
Walls & 
1's place 


rt, Phil. 


‘burton, 


5 
‘stield 

Soward, 
diman, 


kley & 
Buss, 


aventry 


> Bigg 


ag 


’ 
master 


Frere 


dhurst 
Burton 


rith 
’s pl 
rtsea 
0! 

n’s inn 
ston sq 
| Har- 


artcup 


ariile, 
jury 8q 


stor to 
30 

Lug 3 
| Ord 
Baker 


nouth 


Ellis, 
pridd 


| Pet 
obac- 
Vidow 
1 Pet 
tcher 


ucmm0xD, [TTT and Joux comme Gravesoy, Clifton 
st, Finsbury, Timber Merchants High Court Pet Aug 
3 Ord Aug 29 
Roozssox, WILLIAM, Northwich, Cheshire, Grocer Nant- 
andCrewe Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
fouxaneL, H, 8 yy Kent, Jeweller Greenwich Pet 
15 O ug 29 
sane WiLLtAM, Ystrad Rhondda, Glam, Grocer Ponty- 
SuiTH, Rate om Ord Ang 26 hire, Fi Derb: 
“pane, = a. yshire, Farmer y 
Pet July 27 <9 
gura, RicHarD ae Stoke upon Trent, Brick Manu- 
facturer Stoke Bradfor Trent Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
posses, yee Bradford, Butcher Bradford Pet Aug 
30 


Wo.sTexnoue: Cuantes Jauus, Leeds, Stockbroker 

w est Jom, Or Park row, ses 

— ony, Halend Flints, Grocer Sept 8 a 
Off Ree, 85, Victoria st, Liverpool 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Apzy, Jos, Willenhall, + Butcher Wolverhampton 
Pet Aug 29 Ord At 
ot Tadcaster, Yorks, Farmer 


Pet Aug29 Ord Aug 29 
Swansea Pet Aug 





Tuomas, my Bowey, Tirphil, Glam, M tal 
Sculptor Tredegar Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 

Wise, ed arp Tay or, Lowestoft, — Plumber 
Gt Yarmouth Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

WititaMs, ayes Treharris, Glam, Grocer Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 

Wiss, WILLiAM Metasnn, Pontardulais, Glam, 
Licensed Victualler Swansea Pet Aug 30 Ord 
Aug 30 

The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 

lished i in the London Gazette of Aug 29 


Kant, Gzorce, Cheetham, Lancs, Bricklayer Manchester 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ens, Witt1AM, Hazelwood, Tadcaster, rr, Farmer 
"Bept 12 at 11.30 Off Reo, 28, —_ y Yor 
Aen, Coarces, Swansea, spe t 11 at 12 Off 
Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swanse: 
APPLEYARD, JAMES, Marston, Yorks, Innkeeper Sept 11 at 
11.30 Off Ree, 28, Stonegate, York 
Astox, Witt1aAM Hewry, Cuartes Trier Aston, City 
Wharf, Eagle Wharf rd, New North a Founders 
Sept 13at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey s' 
Baruey, Wittram Warp, Paddock, > Haddcrafield, Joiner 
Sept ll at 3 Off Rec, 6, Queen st, Huddersfield 
—, CHARLES JENKIN, Trocadero Music Hall, 8 
se, Music Hall Proprietor Sept’ 13 at 11 
ptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Buu, Henry Apert, Norton bridge, nr Pontypridd, 
Glam, Grocer Sept 8 at 12 Off Rec, 65, High st, 
Merthyr Tydfil 
Binxix, Wit 14m Ducmorg, Cradley heath, Staffs, Grocer 
aod, Pi Provision Dealer Sept 8 at 10.30 Off Ree, 
Burrow, Desens South Marston, Wilts, Farmer Sept 
12at 12 Off Rec, 32, High st, Swindon 
Couex, Josern, and ‘ARTHUR Coney, New Bond st, Cigar 
Merchants ye at12 Bankru iptey bid , Carey st 
Coorzr, Wi..14M, Leicester, Picture Frame aker Sept 8 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 
Coway, ALEXANDER, Medora mi, Brixton, Hot Water 
Engineer Sept 13 at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Cusuirre, Josepnx, Bedworth, ar wickshire, lliery 
Owner Sept 8 at 12 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, 
Coventry 
Seenenan, Rosert Wit.14m, Manchester, Jeweller Sept 
8at 2.30 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, chester 
Davis, Jauzs Owen, Watchet, Somerset, Plumber Sept 9 
atll Off Ree, 5n, Hammet st, Taunton 
Dawe, Cuaries, Cable st, ‘Whitechapel, 
Sept 14 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Duncan, ALEXANDER, Bournemouth, Chemist Sept 12 at 
12.30 Grand Hotel, Bournemouth 
Eowanrps, Grorae Roser, late of Norwich, Upholsterer 
Sept 9at11 Off Rec, ® King st, Norwich 
Everitt, Isaac, Brooklam Cheshire, Builder Sept 8 at 
8 Ogden’s chmbrs, Brides st, Manchester 
Fartzy, Sipney Heapert, gen Essex, Iron- 
monger Sept 8 at 12 Off Rec, 95, Temple ¢ chmbrs, 
Temple avenue 
Fixcn, Cuartes Timtnes, Dudley, Fender Manufacturer 
Sept Sat 10 Off Rec, Dudley 
Gmsens, Ropert, Ebbs Fleet, nr Ramsgate, Farmer Sept 
Satll Off Ree, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 
Gut, Henny, Nansmerrow, Probus, Cornwall, Farmer 
Sept 9 at 12.30 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 
Hammon, WitL1am Gzorar, Coven’ Watch Manufac- 
turer Sept 11 at 12 Off Ree, 17, ertford st, Coventry 
co Durham, Grocer Sept 8 at 3 
” Sunderland 


Cheesemonger 


Harpy, Grorar, Cassop, 
Rec, 25, John st, 


Ispett, Heen Hanaier, Droitwich, Boarding House 
Keeper Sept 11 at 10.30 Off Rec, 45, Cope: en st, 
Worcester 

eee, Grorar, Cheetham, Lancs, Bricklayer _—— Sat 


3.30 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bri st, Mancheste 
-_—~ corre Derby, Shoe _— Bept 8 at. 230 Off 
St James’s chmbrs, 
Mace, og Nake Tuomas, Saham Toney, Norfolk, Plumber 
Sept 9 at 12 tomas, Babar Foner, Nor ep 
t 9 


Moorz, Anruur Jacons, Lowestoft, | * no = Sl 
at 12.30 Off Reo, 8, King st, Norwich 
Morr, rar, , Andover, Hants, Ironmonger Sept 8 at 8 
jury 
Neate, nee Leeds, House Furnisher Sept 11 at 12 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Percivat, Gzorax, Sarni Leics, Engineer Sn 8 at 
8.30 ‘Off Reo, St 's Church walk, Notti 
Prrarm ody, keyton, Norfolk, Dealer Sept ry 11,30 
Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 
Bremer, Wivray, a and er en Graveson, Clifton 
erchants Sept 11 at 2.30 
Beakreeten thane 
Sapien, 5 naan mH avn § "Dudley, Commercial Clerk 


8at 10.45 Off Rec, Dudl 
Bapvonra Sanvet, Derby, 7 Tailor Bept 8 at 12 Off 


ames’s chbrs, 
dg ALBERT Teabaesce, Noel terr, Wood 
» Draper Bept 8 at 3 Off , 95, Temple 
chbrs, Temple avenue 
Davip Joun, Hafod, Swansea, late Coe ant 
y cad atl2 Off Ree, ai, SY Glenn Sree ee 
DERICK, ey ir Fruiterer Sept 8 at 3 
OR Ree 65, High st, Merthyr 3 Trydvil 





upon 
— <) Littax, Gt Western 
High’Court Pet July 22. ¢ Ord Aug 29 } 
Batiey, Witt1am Warp, Paddock, sees, Joiner 
Huddersfield Fet Aug 28 Ord ‘Aug 28 


Beck, James ny ee angen, Sa 
26 28 

ou, 5 J Mitel Watsbuabe 

Buaso, Josten, Eastbourne, Hai 


dresser 
Pet 29 Ord Aug 
Boorne, A iggy *y tenant int As Hussars 
Colchester y5 Ord. ass S 


Communes, Dae Tuomas, Roscoe st, Pianoforte 
Court” Pet Aug 9 Ord Aug 29 
Coors, Ja Jas and HOMAS Cooper, cigh, Suffolk, 


Pet Aug 15 Ord A ~ 
Cunsinonam, Roserr TLLIAM, Manchester, Jeweller 
Manchester Pet Aug 19 Ord Aug 
Dawe, Cuarves, Cable st, Whi fre SM Cheesemonger 
D — Pet Aug 1 on As = 
ENMEAD, JOHN ILLIAM, Kingston Seymour, 
8. , Farmer Bristol Pet Aug5 Ord Aug 29 
De Vos, Cuavor Bem Berwarp, Pal 


imerston Commission 
Court Pet July 15 Ord hag 38 


ug 28 
Dioxinsoy, Faspericx Wiii1am, Mount View rd, Stroud 
Travelling Agent High Court Pet Aug 30 


Aug 30 
8, ALFRED, yo eat of, Draper High Court Pet 


Emon 
E July 98 = ee os » Lodging h ki High 
vans, Davin, ouse keeper 
F Mo Tron! Be Ord Aug urst yardns, West H poten, 
LETCHER, iOMAS, am) 
Electrician High Court Pet June 27 Ord Ai 
Gannrr, ry \~y= Elizabeth st, Eaton sq, he 


22 Ord Aug 28 
Gate, Joserxu, Hare Aldersgate st, ae 
Manufacturer High Court Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 
CS Burnley, Chemist Burnley Pet ie 
29 29 


GnirFiTHs, hows, and Brensamiy Gairrirns, Blaentreole, 
i F Carmarthen 


‘armers 
Pet ng 38 Ord Aug 28 

Griaa, ates yao < ing, Kent, Coal Merchant 
Can’ Pet A: = Aug 28 

Hampson, Bens amin, , Grocer Man- 
chester Pet Aug 29 Ord J ug 29 

Harpy, Marty, Darlington, Joiner Stockton on Tees and 
Middlesborough Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Hanxrysoy, Joun James, Macolestield, Baker Macclesfield 
Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 

Hotsroox, Water Sipnsy, Eastville, Bristol, House 
Decorator Bristol it Ase % Ord Aug 30 

a, as Whitechapel rd High Court Pet Aug 10 


Kirgsy, Same Fagen Old Change High Court Pet 
July 8 29 

Laxron, “auras, na, Cornwall, Painter Truro Pet 
April 30 

a Fa pag bee Shoe Mercer Derby Pet Aug 28 


a, Foe Boot Maker Leeds Pet Aug28 Ord 
28 


ug 
Litt.ewoop, Jonw Wiiuram, Almondb Huddersfield, 
late Licensed Victualler Huddersfield Pet Ang 21 


Ord A’ 
Maeniac, ee Ue Pack Grosvenor Hi 
Court Pet Jul -y ” * 


Ord Aug 26 

Meecuant, Jou, Burford, Oxon, Grocer Oxford Pet 
Augi19 Ord Aug 25 

Mosss, THOMAS, Great | eye Butcher Great Yar- 
mouth Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 28 

Morcaxwo, Gwenunroten Hiantues, Tyr Mab Ellis, 
Tan t, Glam, Farmer Pontypridd Pet Aug 30 


Ironmonger 
ter Bristol Pet 


rey Cowkeeper Wands- 
30 Ord 4 
Pet ‘Aug 94 


Andover, co 
Pet Aug 22 Ord A’ 
Pamen,s Hewry Watrter, Bristol, 
A Ord Aug 30 


Pexicup y Bm 

Pauaary, Sees, 

mane, | RY, 

Ord Aug 

home Epwarp Hewry i. Canaift, Butcher 
rat Pet Aug 26 Ord A: 

Parraipes, Davip Tomas, on qrese, Provision 
Dealer High Court Pet Aug 12 Aug 


238 
Groner Hensear, lane, 
High Court Pet Aug 28 Ord Aug 29 
Pixs, Faspericxk Wii.iam, Grocer 
Bet Aug 35 Aug 29 
Prrrs, Joun Epwarp, Painter Oldham Pet 
Ang” Ord Aug 28 
Paice, Jams Yaszor, Herefordshire, Coal 
A Aug 28 Ord f.. Le 28 
Parrcnarp, Joun Owen, Sea eryte, Covserven , Carnar- 
8 m a 26 30 
ALMON, GroROR, Ord ang 
June 26 Ord A 


8 Avant 
RTTE eS ee etek Ponty- 


pridd 
Rusts, Bs ANNIE igh Co Pet July ita Olin 


Pgranrce, 





Txox Wir —— hea 
Tooter, Atsert, Conduit st, Accountant High Court Pet 


7 Ord Aug 26 
Vieor, aS College st, Camden Town, Tailor 


High Court Pet Aug 1 sue 
a H Ca Club, , Club Pro- 
YGourt “Pet 3 a ota Ord Aug 25 
We ewaee ‘axLor, Lowe umber Gt 
Yarmouth Pet 29 ane 
WItu1ams, | r~¥ Glam, Grocer Merthyr~ 


Wivarove, Rguano Pate ‘Ghitton F mae - 


+ 





Aug 25 
Ww AF, Cra yoga Court Pet Ma: 
wae, f yea st, High y 


The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of 25th Aug, 1893 :— 


WrtAce at i Flints, Grocer Chester 


London Gasetie—Turspay, Sept 5. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


31 mgt ot Au a eee) 


er son i, pects, Dewees, Butcher Dor- 
Busaee, sy Honest, Cari bother Cardiff Pet Sept 1 


Boor, J. ‘and Eowss Born, 
sa nda hn eee SO aoe 


BaeaxksPear, Fen es 
We Pet Aug 31 Ord Ase at 


peo Wheelwright "High Oourt Pet ep 1 ond pet Ona Sept 1 


pm... "Saas, 
he rata 

Cusmenen, S6ctae, Sas ai Pet Sept2 Ord 

Cottrysox, Joux, Whitby, 
Tose and Maiditlocaree, 


ABELs, gy 


Dawson, Taomas eweastle on Tyne, 
Newcastle on Tyne Sept 1 Ord 1 
Dicxrsox, Jonx Tuomas, Plumber 
ven Pet Aug 31 $1 
Duportu, J, Blackstock rd, Turkish Manufacturer 
‘ ae Pet July 27 Ord Sept 
VANS, WARD, Glam, Draper, 
Tydfil Pet Sept 2 Bept 2 
Gover, m (jun), 
« va Ord ham 30 
ROSSMITH, GEORGE, 
Schoolmaster 


Gascoryg, Farpeaicx, Taomas Besar, | a re Woon, 
Samvet Stevenson, and Gsores Hoge. — 
Coal Miners ecco 1 


Aug 29 Ord 
Law, Wituiam Wrxzs, Essex, Grocer Edmon- 
Pet 1 Ord Sept 1 
Lewis, Quarry Time- 


Parry, 


Posmay ue Pe Pet Sept? 38 Sat? 


Ro Cuartes Howrrwoop, Cardiff, Cycle Agent 
“Cardiff Pet Aug 18 Ord Aug 81 

Roserrs, Milk Carrier 
ai Cos Pet 1 Ord Sept i 

Rane Se House, Stockbroker High 
Court July 18 1 

Seppoy, Wittiam, Miles » mr Manchester, Coal 
Merchant Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 

Suaw, Harry, Choriton on Manchester, 
Manchester Pet Aug 3i Ord 31 

Guntviliey Wits tgp ur sea py 

Quree, Don ie Boot Merchant Teh court 

Soxguor, Visto Vicroa, wy Bye late Boot 


Aug 31 
Two = Serene, ‘Gum, Auctioneer Ponty- 
wate Jou, jhe S, 
High Court Pet Sept i Ord 


amended na ACEP 
Te fos pal in the London Gazette of of Aug 25 :— - 


SS Chester 


™~ otidatesdiaa 
Wrexham Pet Aug bed Ane — Salon, Jewell 













752 


MEETINGS. 
Apry, Jon, Willenhall, Staffs, Butcher Oct 9 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
eelsby, Great Grimsby, Hair- 
Off Rec, 15 





Arkix, GreExwoop, 
resser’s Assistant September 13 at 11 
Osborne st, Great Grimsby 
Atxixsow, Groner, Barrow in Furness, Shoemaker Oct 4 
at 10.30 Off Ree, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Fur- 
ness 
Barractover, Frepertcx, Hunslet, Leeds, Grocer Sept 
12at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Brox, James Beraesrorp, Longton, Staffs, Corn Factor 
Sept 15 at 11.15 Off Ree, Newcastle under Lyme 
Bet, Henry, Bristol, Watchmaker Sept 20 at 12 Off 
¢, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
Brack, “CA H, Plowden bldgs, Temple, Barrister at Law 
Bept 15at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Briezarp, Tuomas, Ulverston, Hosier Oct 6 at 10.30 Off 
Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 
8t Ives, Sparkhill, Warwickshire, 
Spinster ati2 23, Gunes row, Birmingham 
Burns, Jony, ithwaite, Cartmel, Lancs, Blacksmith 
6 at 11 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 


» 16, 


Baerr, CATHERINE, 


e388 
Cuarrett, Arntuur J, Oxford st, Managing Director of 
a Co, Lim Sept 14 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
OLaRkKsox, - York, Labourer Sept 19 at 12.15 Off 
, York 
Couuins, Cuartes Tomas, jun, Lynton, Devon, Grocer 
Sept 12 at 11.30 King’s Arms ‘Hotel, High st, Barn- 
staple 
Ghesame Jax, and Tomas Cooper, Hadleigh, Suffolk, 
Florists Sept 19 at 2.15 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Curyow, Hzewry Epwarp, Bridge rd, Hammersmith, Coal 
Sept 15at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Davies, Anrnur, Abercarn, Mon, Outfitter Sept 12 at 12 
Off Rec, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, Newport, Mon 
Dicxrssox, Jonx Tomas, Harrington, Cumbrid, Plumber 
14at 12.15 67, Duke st, Whitehaven 
Dossoy, Frep Aixswortn, Birkenhead, Chemist Sept 13 
at3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Epxev, Roseret Henry, Small Heath, Birmingham, 
Electro Plater’s Clerk Sept 14at11 23, Colmore row, 
Birmingham 
Evans, Davin, Euston sq, Lodging House Keeper Sept 13 
at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Evans, Evan Henser, Dyffryn, Merionethshire, Draper’s 
Manager Sept 28 at 12.45 Townhall, Aberystwyth 
Ferxs, Waiter Frax«, Harby, Leics,Gent Set 13 at 12.30 
Off 34, Friar lane, Leicester 
Fioop, Grorck Wruttam, Albert rd, Peckham, Licensed 
fictualler Sept i12ati2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Garner, Frasx Grorce, Elizabeth st, Eaton sq, Baker 
13at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Geirryiru, Catnerive Eveanon, Holyhead, Draper Sept 
14at12 Railway Hotel, Bangor 
Hampsox, Bexsamix, Ashton on Mersey, Grocer Sept 12 
at 3 Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Hawaixsox, Joux James, Macclesfield, Baker Sept 12 at 
11 Off Ree, 23, King Edward st, Macclesfield 
Hercy, T P, formerly of St George’s rd, Domiciled Eng- 
Sept 12at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Hvaty, Micnaz. Dowxaxp, Friday st Sept 14 at 11 Bank- 
ru bldgs, Carey st 
Ince, Geoxon, Stubshaw cross, Ashton in Makerfield, 
Provision Dealer Sept 14 at 10 Court House, 
King st, Wigan 
Jacxsox, Epwix, Morley, Yorks, Publican Sept 12 at 11 
Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Batley 
Glam, 
High st, 


Joxzs, Cuances, Troedrhiwtrwyn, Hopkinstown, 
Brake 


Driver Sept 12 at 12 Off Rec, 65, 
Merthyr Tydfil 

Joszs, Feeperic«, Brighton, Sussex, Pork Butcher 
13 at3 Off Rec. 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Kixvos, Cuartes James, Rothsay st. Bermondsey New 
— Floor Cloth Manufactarer Sept 13 at 230 Bank- 

iptey bldgs, Carey st 

Pe yr yeep, Truro, Cornwall, Painter Sept 12 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

aco oe Freperic x, Gracechurch st, 

to a Public aed Sept 15 at 2.30 

bldgs, Carey st 

Lewm, Joux, Clydach Vale, Rhondda Valley, Glam. Builder 

12at3 Off Rec, 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Low, Jauns Jonx Tuomas, Bedminster. Bristol, Baker 
@ati15 Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Mozzss, Wit114, Hockley, Birmingham, Haulier Sept 14 
at 12 23, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Owzss, Jouxs Wavon, Hove, Su«sex, Professor of Music 
Sept 12 at 12 Off Ree, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Parsteyr, Haxwny Waren, Bristol, Hatter Se pt 20 at 1 
Bank bids, © arey st 

Angel lane, Stratford, Tobac- 

Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Sept 


Managing Director 
Bankruptcy 


Peance, Geonoe Hexeres 
conist Sept 14 at 2.50 
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PritcHarD, JAMES, Ynyshir, Glam, Hay Merchant Sept 
13.at12 Off Rec, 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Roserto, Witiiam "ALFRED, Oswestry, Salop, Jeweller 
Sept 13 at 1.45 Off Rec, Whitehall ¢ brs, Colmore row, 
Birmingham 

Rowe, Wiitiam, Sparsholt rd, Crouch _, Builder Sept 
12at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Roumpoit, Henry Aveustos, ristol Veterinary Surgeon 
Sept 20 at 12.30 Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Sear, WILiiaM, Birmingham, Diamond Mounter Sept 15 
at1l 23,Colmore row, Birmingham 





Seymour, Wavter, Ovington sq, Brompton Sept 14 at 2.30 | 


Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Suirn, Francis, Mugginton, Derbyshire, Farmer 
at 2.30 Off Rec, St James’s chmbrs, Derby 
SpPiILsTep, 
Sept 12at12 Baukru 
Sreap, Witi1am James, 
12 Off Ree, 22, Park row, com 
Suepex, Henry, Bradford, Butcher 
Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
THRELrAt, Wivuam, Barrow in Furness, Ship Carpenter 
Oct 3.at 10.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in 
Furness 


Sept 12 

y bidgs, pa & 

1 Merchant Sept 12 at 
Sept 18 at 11 


23, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Tootey, ALsert, Conduit st, Accountant 
Bankruptcy bldgs. Carey st 


Sept 15 at 2.30 


Noreis Aurrep, Barking rd, Plaistow, Hosier 


Off | 


| Mercuant, Jouy, Sued, Oxon, Grocer 


Wuiraker, Caartes, Standon, Herts, Builder Sept 12 at 3 


Off Rec, 95, Temple ehmbrs, Temple avenue 
Witcox, James, Cheltenham, Carpenter 
County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 


Sept 12 at 4 | 


Wituasms, W, GPO, 8t Martin’s le Grand, Clerk in In- 


telligence Department 
bidgs, Carey st 
Wits, Atrraep, Landport, Solicitor Septi9at3.30 Off 
Rec, Cambridge Junction, High St, Portsmouth 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
ABELS, 
ham 
BaZE&ut, 
chester 
Bottox, Curtis, 
Pet Aug 26 
Braman, 
July 1 
BreakSPEAR, 
ber Worker Birmingham Pet Aug 3i Ord Aug 31 
Brown, Leeps Curisropuer, Salisbury st, Bermondsey, 
Wheelwright High Court Pet Sept1 Ord Sept 1 
Ca.per, James, Queen Victoria st Hig’ 
14 Ord Sept 2 
Co.tixson, Jonny, Whitby, Hotel Keeper Stockton on Tees 
and Midilesborough Pet Aug 15 Ord Aug 30 
Dacwortny, Josepns, Bristol rd, Upton Pk, Messenger 
High Court Pet Aug 29 Ord Sept 2 
Davis, Lionet Mowytacue, Billiter pidge, Leadenhall st, 
Commission Agent High Court et Aug 2 Ord 


Aug 31 

Dicxixsox, Jous Tuomas, Harri m, Cumbrid, Plumber 
31 

» Chemist 


31 Ord Sept 2 
eleombe Regis, Dorset, Butcher Dor- 
Ord Sept 2 

Norwich, Grocer 


Pet Au 
Hewsry, 
Pet Sept 1 

Heigham, 
Ord Sept 1 


Ord Aug 28 


Whitehaven Pet Aug 31 Ord Au 
Dossoy, Frep Ainsworth, Birkenh 

head Pet Augi6 Ord Aug 31 
Evans, Epwarp, Bargoed, Gellygaer, 

Merthyr Tydfil Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 


Birken- 


pam, Draper 


Samug. Srevensoy, and Georce Hoaearp, Dronfield, 
Derbyshire, Coal Miners Chesterfield Pet Aug 31 
Ord Sept 1 

GoopcutLp, Grorce Cnares, Balaamst, Plaistow, Plumber 
High Court Pet Aug 1 ‘Ord Aug 2 

Grossuitu, Georae, Brockenhurst, co Rusiiicsimeian late 
Schoolmaster Southampton Pet Sept 2 Ord Sept 2 

Haycocx, Wiitiam Tuomas, Beckenham, Kent, late 
Printer’s Manager High Court Pet May 18 Ord 
Sept 1 

Jac a. Eow!y, Yorks, Publican 
Pet Aug 30 Ord A 

Kewt, Joun, Tolleahunt Knights, Essex, Builder Chelms- 
ford Pet Sept1 Ord Sept 1 

Kitrsox, W., late Winchester High Court Pet May 4 
Ord Sept 1 

Lewis, Taomas, Pontyclown, Glam, Lime Quarry Time- 
keeper Cardiff Pet Aug 31 Ord Sept 1 

Me«x, Feepeerick Witiiam, and Frevenicx Everaci 
Avis, Clement’s lane, Solicitors High Court Pet May 
4 Ord Sept 1 

Parkes, Georox, Willenhall, Staffs, Fruit Dealer Wol- 
verhampton Pet Aug16 Ord Aug 28 

Panzer, Wittiam ReoitwaLp, Wrexham, late Grocer Wrex- 
ham PetSept1 Ord Sep t 1 

Paisce, J, late Church st, Shoreditch, Boot Dealer High 
Court Pet Ang 10 Ord Sept 1 

Ric H&OND, Wituias, and Joux James Geavesos, Clifton 


Morley, Dewsbury 


1224s. 


zasT. 


J F, Madeley rd, Ealing, Gent Brentford Pet 
Josersa, Deritend, Birmingham, India-rub- 


Sept 20 at 12 Bankruptcy | 
| practice, and the windi ng up of estates; experi 
Chancery and Queen’s mch and general D 
| energetic; moderate salary.—J. 8. N., 


Frank, Bordesley, Birmingham, Tailor Birming- | 


Norwich | 


| Apply to the Housekeeper, 60, Chancery-lane, 
Court Pet July | 


st, Finsbury, Timber Merchants High Court” 

‘Aug 29, Ord Sept 1 
Renn, Ricuarp, Collier st, Pe ee Milk ¢ 

High Court Pet Sept1 Ord Sept 1 ‘ 
Rocers, Danie. Henry, and Craupe J acksow, late 
ire cham! Bishopsgate st Without, Stock 

High Court Pet June a Ord —_ 1 


Seppox, Wi.wiram, Miles tting, or Manchester, 
‘ r Pet Aug3l Ord ¢ 
Suepiey, Wittiam Jonx, Meden Bank, or ‘sate 
Surrn, Francis, a erbyabine F Farmer Dy 
et July 26 OF t 2 
Keeper Cheltenham Pet Sept 1 ‘Ord 
Taywor, Dnsaue Eavyest, Goldershaw 
Tay.ior, Jonw Et.or, Ipswich, Professor 
Science Ipswich Pet ug 15° Ord Sept 1 
July 11 Ord Aug 31 * 
—s ALFRED, neg Solicitor Portsmouth 


Merchant 
Colliery Deputy Nottingham Pet 2 
Pp 

Sr Joux, Annie Barsara, Chel! 0 

Stationer Brentford P ae June 14 Ord June 4 _ 

of is 
Tuor.uey, James, Birmingham, Butcher Birmingh 
Aug 1 Ord Aug 21 


Trsnatts, Atseert, Birmingham, Druggist Sept 13 at 12 The following amended notice is substituted for that : 


lished in the London Gazette of Sept 1 :— 
Oxford 
Aug 19 Ord Aug 25 





ge Managing Clerkship by Aé 
who has recently completed articles in 

class London office; honours June Final, 1898; tho 

knowledge of conveyancing and trustee business, 


oe The 
Cha‘teris, Cambs. 


ACHELOR’S CHAMBERS.—A Ge 
man leaving London wishes to Dispose of 
Chambers in Chancery-lane, consisting of bedroom @ 
sitting room, either furnished or unfurnished; both 
front rooms, snug and quiet.—Apply to the Hovsexri 
63, Chancery-lane, W.C. ee 


FFICES to be LET —Splendid { Suite 


prominent Ground-floor Offices ; fron’ to Ch 
cery-lane ; moderate rent ; porter ; electric ight, - 
<C. a 


RIENT COMPANY’S YACHTIM 
CRUISES. The steamship “GARONNE,” 4m 








| tons register, 3,000 h.p., will leave Loxpow on 


November, for a 65 we 
To MADEIRA, ATORES te, WEST INDIR, 


Fitted with electric light, electric bells, hot and 


| baths, &c. 


Managers { And ane, * Ander- Head Benn = eee 


For particulars apply to the latter firm at 5, Fenchurd 
avenue, E.C.; or to the West-end branch office, 16, C 


F. Green & Co. 


| Spur-street, 8. W. 
Gascoyne, Fraepericx, Tuomas Besyett, Sauvet Woop, | 





LIVERPOOL-~COMPTON HOTED L 


UNRIVALLED FOR ITS COMFORT. i 
Excellent Cuisine and Moderate Fixed Charges, 


Adjacent to best Shops, Shipping Offices, Stations, 
Telephone No. 58, 


EDE AND SON, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT og 


Co Her framing the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of ¢ 


Bench, Corporation of London, &e. 


KOBES YOR QUBEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS: 

SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 

Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Tow 

Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. iy 

Corporution Robes, University and Clergy Ge 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDG ON. 








THE GRESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, LIMITED 


ST. MILDRED’S HOUSE, POULTRY, LONDON, E.O. 
WEST END BRANCH-—2, WATERLOO PLACE, 8.W. 


TOTAL PAYMENTS UNDER POLICIES... ve vs a 


ASSETS EXCEED 
ANNUAL INCOME 





£11,000,000 
5,000,000 
913,602 


62 THERE is NOTHING DESIRABLE in LIFE ASSURANCE which the SOCIETY docs not FURNISH CHEAPLY, INTELLIGIBLY, and PROFIT. 
Policies Indisputabie eeearr. S&S Tezaxrs. 


Annuities of all kinds granted. Rates fixed on the most favourable 
Thowas G, i BORLAND, Fishy F.8.8., Actuary and Manager 


JAMES H. 





























, ; 
On 
! 
. wes F 
| F 
| " 
' : ; 
' 
Fi 
> : : J 
| . 
. 
: 7 - 
, aaa 
5 ‘ 
: . 
. 
. 
‘ 
‘, x % 
: “ 
: ; | 
3 » . 
aa 
‘ . 
: , F ‘ 
r i 
. 
é sae: ; 
7 . 
s i 
’ 
- ; ; 
+ 4 % 
, 
4 
, : : 
. , | 
F ; ot 
‘ | 





